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Edwin Ramos-Mejia and Glendy Duarte-Herrarte petition for review of the
denial of their applications for asylum and withholding of removal. Ramos-Mejia
claims he will face persecution if he is forced to return to Guatemala. Duarte-
Herrarte, Ramos-Mejia’s stepdaughter, seeks derivative relief.

The petitioners argue that the immigration judge’s adverse credibility
determination was not supported by substantial evidence. Where an applicant
makes a false statement “for the purpose of establishing the elements of an asylum

claim,” we defer to the immigration judge’s credibility finding. Akinmade v. INS,

196 F.3d 951, 955 (9th Cir. 1999). In this case, Ramos-Mejia falsely testified that
he had never returned to Guatemala since 1992. In later testimony, the government
forced Ramos-Mejia to admit he had spent two weeks in Guatemala in 1999.
Because Ramos-Mejia’s false testimony bears directly on whether he had an
objective and subjective fear of returning to Guatemala, we defer to the
immigration judge’s credibility finding.

In view of the permissible adverse credibility finding, the evidence does not
compel a conclusion that the petitioners are entitled to relief.

PETITION DENIED.



